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Ravi Sanga/R10/USEPA/US To Susan McGroddy <SusanM@windwardenv.com>

05/29/2009 10:46 AM cc "Dave Schuchardt (Dave.Schuchardt@Seattle.Gov)"
<Dave.Schuchardt@Seattie.Gov>, dan berlin
<dberlin@anchorenv.com>, "Debra Williston
(debra.williston@kingcounty.gov)”
<debra.williston@kingcounty.gov>, "Debra Williston
(b) (6) '(b) (6) >, Gary
Pascoe <(b) (6) , Doug Hotchkiss
<hotchkiss.d@portseattle.org>, "Jeff Stemn
(jeff.stern@kingcounty.gov)" <jeff.stern@kingcounty.gov>,
Joe Goulet/R10/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa Gagnon
<lgagnon@anchorenv.com>, Nancy Judd
<NancyJ@windwardenv.com>, "Pete Rude
(pete.rude@seattle.gov)" <pete.rude@seattle.gov>, Scott
Becker <sbecker@integral-corp.com>, Susan McGroddy
<SusanM@windwardenv.com>, "twang@anchorenv.com”
<twang@anchorenv.com>, Joe .
Goulet/R10/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Gensemer
<rgensemer@parametrix.com>, Peter Leon
<PLeon@parametrix.com>, Steinhoff.Marla@mintra.epa.gov

bce

Subject Re: draft final Chinook QAPP.3

Susie -- EPA has reviewed the draft final J. Chinook QAPP and while, EPA will
provide a notice to proceed (contingent on permit approval) and approve the
QAPP, there were still ‘some discrepancies in the QAPP that need to be
addressed by the EWG. These discrepancies can be addressed in later
deliverables (i.e., Eco-risk assessment, J. salmonid Data Report) and
therefore further revision to the QAPP is not necessary.

There are 2 main issues.

1) EPAs concerns about explanations supporting the adequacy of chum salmon as
a surrogate for Chinooks. Given the logistic constraints EWG added, EPA
believes that chum will continue to be the best surrogate, if mostly from a
practical point of view. However, the EWG did not add in any discussion to the
QAPP, per EPAs comment, of dietary differences between chum and Chinooks, and
how this may ultimately impact the exposure assessment. While this won't
ultimately have an impact on the decision to use chum as a surrogate, such a
discussion will ultimately be needed in the uncertainty analysis of the
appropriate portion of the Eco-risk assessment.

2) Removal of stomach contents before whole-body analyses are done. The
justification in the QAPP is improved, although some additional language
saying the GI tract will be returned would have been helpful to include in the
QAPP and is needed in the subsequent data report. As EWG confirmed, this is
still not a true "whole-body" analysis, and since the EWG can not draw on any
other local precedence, further review of the literature is necessary to find
out if this 1% loss of tissue and fluid mass ultimately represents only a
minor loss of contaminant mass as well. The literature discussion may not be
needed for the QAPP, however there must be some good discussion on this issue
in the uncertainty analysis of the Eco-risk assessment. Removing gut contents
from "whole body" tissue analyses does represent an uncertainty--even if it
ultimately proves to be minor. Thus, it needs to be addressed somewhere.

An approval of the QAPP and notice to proceed with the salmonid collection
(provided permits are obtained) will follow.
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Thanks

Ravi

Ravi Sanga, MS

Environmental Scientist - Remedial Project Manager
US EPA Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

phone: (206) 553-4092

fax: (206) 553-0124
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Susan McGroddy
<SusanM@windwardenv.co To Ravi Sanga/R10/USEPA/US@EPA, Joe
m> GouletR10/USEPA/US@EPA
05/28/2009 12:05 PM cc dan berlin <dberlin@anchorenv.com>, "Dave Schuchardt

(Dave.Schuchardt@Seattle.Gov)"
<Dave.Schuchardt@Seattle.Gov>, "Debra Williston
(b) (6) "Debra
Williston (debra.williston@kingcounty.gov)”
<debra.williston@kingcounty.gov>, Doug Hotchkiss
<hotchkiss.d@portseattle.org>, Gary Pascoe
<(b) (6) >, "Jeff Stern
(jeff.stern@kingcounty.gov)" <jeff.stern@kingcounty.gov>,
Lisa Gagnon <lgagnon@anchorenv.com>, Nancy Judd
<NancyJ@windwardenv.com>, "Pete Rude
(pete.rude@seattle.gov)" <pete.rude@seattie.gov>, Scott
Becker <sbecker@integral-corp.com>, Susan McGroddy
<SusanM@windwardenv.com>, "twang@anchorenv.com”
<twang@anchorenv.com>

Subject draft final Chinook QAPP

Ravi and Joe,

Here is the revised Chinook QAPP and the response to comments. All changes to the document are in
red-line strikeout. We would like to get out to sample as soon as we get our NMFS permit which has
been promised for next week.

Thanks.
Susie
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